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P-ROGCEEDI-NGS
9:05 a.m

MR. WLHELM Due to security
procedures, or the Health Departnent -- |I'mnot sure
which -- you will not be able to go to the FCC
cafeteria for lunch today. There are eating places
across the street at L' Enfant Plaza. There's a
hot dog stand on the corner. Either Bert Wintraub
or Joy, who will be sitting over there, can direct
you to either of those.

These security procedures will remain in
effect tomorrow. So you will have to undergo the
same process tonorrow of being escorted to the
Comm ssi on neeting room

So wel cone to the 16th neeting of the
NCC subcommi tt ees.

One other remnder: This neeting is
being transcribed. 1In order for the court reporter
to do so, if you have comrents fromthe audience,
you nust use that m crophone that's on the stand
that's in the center of the room

John Powell is at the Software-Defined
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Radi o Conference sonewhere in New York and | assune
having a good tine, and taking over for himis Steve
Devi ne and Dave Buchanan this norning.

Dave?

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  Thank you. |
don't have nuch to add to that. Steve and | w ||
try to keep this going for John.

| don't know if we have anyone who wants
to sign up for the Subcomrittee at this time or the
Wrk Goups, but if you would Iike to, Bob Schlieman
has the information up here.

The agenda, | think it was on the table
back there. Does anyone have an issue with the
agenda as we have published it?

(No response.)

If not, I'lIl declare it's adopted then
t hrough consensus.

| don't think we have any -- the m nutes
from Washi ngton, the |last neeting, we don't have.

So | guess we can't do anything with that.
As you can see fromthe agenda, there's

no docunent updates also. That's pending.
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So | think we can start right in on the
Wrk Group activity. There's really nothing going
on in Goup 1, "Report Drafting,” unless you have
sonet hi ng, Bob?

MR. SCHLIEMAN. No, I'mstill waiting
for mterial fromJohn. He's promsed ne the files
t hat we have on the | og.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN: Ckay. The
"Operational Requirenments, "Operational Plan
Architecture Update” from PSWN, is there soneone
that's going to address that?

(No response.)

|"'mnot sure why he put that on. Are
you going to do it? Okay, Dave.

MR. PI CKERAL: Dave Pickeral, Booz Allen
Ham | ton, PSW N program support.

As a rem nder, the Qperations Standards
Position is now vacant because Kyle Sinclair, who
was with the PSWN program left. In fact, he left
t he Departnent of Treasury and went to the TSA,
Transportation Security Adm nistration. So that

position is vacant. At this point the PSWN program
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doesn't have any recomrendation as far as anybody to
succeed him but that post being vacant, there isn't
any report in that area.
CHAlI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  Ckay, thank you.
Wrking Goup 3: "Rules, Policy and

Spectrum Pl anning,” I'mgoing to turn that over to
Steve, and that's really where our biggest work is
going to be today.

CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE:  Thank you, Dave.

Back in July, John asked -- at the | ast
NCC neeting in May he had addressed some issues
regarding interoperability outside of the 700 band
that he felt that the Interoperability Conmittee
should ook into. In July he sent a letter out,
basically an e-mail, indicating he wanted to devel op
sone policy regarding sone of the other established
FCC- desi gnated interoperability channels and
assigned it to the Rules, Policy and Spectrum
Pl anni ng.

What we' ve done is we've put together a

proposal , recomrendation, proposed rul emaking, to

address sone interoperability issues in all bands of
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FCC- desi gnat ed channel s, starting, in particular,

wi th the popul ar band, the VHF and UHF channel s,
VTEC and UTEC, as they're designated from 00348, the
Third Report and Order, which basically indicated
that the frequency coordinators they anticipated
woul d devel op a plan for these channels, the

i npl ementati on and techni cal and operati onal

par anmet ers.

The frequency coordi nators have
basically indicated that they think those duties
woul d be best left to an organization or a committee
within the NCC that's already enpowered with
interoperability responsibilities. Taking that,
John has decided we needed to nove forward with it.

VWhat we' ve done is put a proposal
t oget her addressi ng sone standardi zation, sone
channel nonencl ature, and somne inpl enentation
parameters that could be reconmended for increased
interoperability in all bands, not just the 700
band.

The other two issues we've addressed are

sone technical paraneters for existing intersystem
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sharing frequencies established -- police, fire,
mutual aid, and the like -- some mninmum paraneters,
but primarily regional devel opnent, letting those
regi ons inplenent successfully those channel s they
had al ready dealt with.

The other, third part of this is the
expansion of the State Interoperability Executive
Comm ttee's authority to inplenment interoperability
solutions within their states in all FCC- designated
i nteroperability channels, not just the 700. |
think that will do many things, one of which would
i nprove the SIEC devel opnent and i nterest when the
authority gets allocated to the SIECs to devel op
t hose paraneters in the 800 channels, sonme of the
VHF public host channels that have been desi gnated
interoperability. | don't know if there's been any
novenent on those what soever.

And | don't know how nmuch nati onw de
there's been inplenentation on the VIEC and UTEC
channels. R ght now they're existing. They have a
co-primary status with their adjacent w deband

channel s, but, quite frankly, there's no paraneters
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whi ch anybody can look to if they wanted to devel op
paraneters for those.

So what we've done is we're going to
make a recommendation to the Inplenentation
Commttee to accept sone of our recomrendations and
forward themto the Steering Commttee regarding
sonme of the interoperability.

Quite frankly, we don't want to nmake
this too cunbersone. W think the regi ons know best
how to inplenment this spectrum and how to best
utilize these things, know ng how to use current
i ntersystem sharing channels as well as sone of the
new, nulti-discipline channels the Conm ssion has
put out, in particular, 700 VHF and UHF

In addition to that, the NTI A Red Book
channel s, NTIA has, to me, froma M ssour
perspective, has indicated that they don't believe
t hose channels are going to be wi dely avail able
until the rebanding is conplete in 2005. | would
like to operate fromthe perspective that, if we
coul d devel op sone nechani sns for successful

interoperability and inproved interoperability in
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VHF and UHF, that the NTI A Red Book interoperability

channel s woul d be brought towards that, to be
i ncluded as an additional resource, to expand an
exi sting successful system

Those are sone of the paraneters we

have. Certainly we'll take any coments or
guestions on this proposal in particular. | have
sonme docunents, sonme draft proposals. | don't have

enough for everybody, | don't think, but | do have
sonme up here, if one wanted to vi ew those.
CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN: Do you want to
pass themout? Shall we do that and share thenf
CHAI RPERSON DEVINE: It's been sent out
on the listserver.
MR. EI ERVAN:  David Ei erman, Motorol a.
We went through the Guidelines -- this
is related to interoperability channel nanes.
don't know, | just walked in, so I'mnot quite sure
where we are on this topic. But we went through the
Qui del i nes, | ooked at what was in the Guidelines and
all the appendi ces of the CGuidelines. The channel

names and nunbers, and what channels they were
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associated with, had not -- you know, we proposed
that in, I don't know, early 2001. They have not
been updated for the Fourth Report and Order and
Fourth M2&O.

So the table that is in Appendi x A of
the Guidelines, and | think there's three other
docunents in the Cuidelines that referenced severa
hundred nmegahertz 1/0O channels, needs to be updated.

CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE:  Ri ght .

MR. EI ERVAN.  Now | went through, and
one of the issues is the nunbering thene that Kurt
VWl |ls had proposed was based on |ike the Second
Report and Order or sonething and doesn't
necessarily make sense the way the channels got
rearranged in the Fourth Report and Order.

So we need to | ook at realigning the
channel nunbers or renaming them | don't know if
we ever formally adopted |abels for the 700 channel s
either. | do have sone proposals for just straight
nunbering on who's channel 1 through 64. So if you
want to see a copy of that, | can give you a copy of

t hat .
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CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE:  Yes, | think we

need to make sure that we're certainly working off
the nost recent plan. There is sone discussion as
to whether or not the last two characters should be

uni que to the channel, regardl ess of whether it's
been designated to a discipline or one of the
general channels. In other words, each channel
shoul d be designated a uni que nunber, regardl ess of
how it's | abel ed.

| f you take that practice and apply it
to the intersystem sharing, established |egacy
channel s, you're going to have a five-m nute del ay
that's going to be in a high data figure, FTAC37,
and | don't know if the enbedded users in that

di scipline are going to be too receptive to that,

quite personally. So that's where the road forks

actual ly.

Thank you.

MR. HARASETH: Ron Haraseth, APCO
International. | just wanted to touch base and

expand a little bit on sone of the things that Steve

ment i oned about the interoperability channels.
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In, let's see, July, the end of July, on
behal f of the PSCC, the Public Safety Conmunications
Center, our coordinating council, the four Public
Safety Coordinators issued a letter to the FCC, to
D wana Terry with cc's to Mchael Wlhelm | just
wanted to nake sure that M chael was aware of that
and had that letter.

That indicated a response to sone
wordi ng in one of the FCC docunents, the Third
Menor andum of Opinion and Order and the Third Report
and Order, as Steve alluded to, that the FCC had
indicated that the interoperability requirenents for
certain channels would be left up, they assunmed, to
t he frequency coordinators to devel op the
operational requirenents.

The frequency coordinators opted not to
do that. They determned that it was nore
appropriate that it fall under the purview, as Steve
said, under the State Interoperability Executive
Comm tt ees.

However, that being said, they also

included in this letter a statenent to the fact that
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all of the interoperability channels in all of the
bands, VHF, UHF, 800 MHz, and 700 MHz need to be
addressed as a block, as an interoperability bl ock,
and not just concentrate on the 700 or sone other
band.

Ri ght now the FCC has indicated that
there's several frequencies in VHF and UHF, as Steve
mentioned, that are available for interoperability.

However, so far, there's been no work devel opi ng
any type of standards for operation or nam ng
convention or anything for any of those.

In conjunction with that, there's the
VHF public host channels that Steve nentioned al so
that, according to the rules and regul ations, are
rel egated to interoperability as well. No work has
been done on those because there's been -- nothing
has happened with those because there are no
gui delines for their use.

What the PSCC recommends is that the
Comm ssion essentially charge the NCC with the task
of including all the interoperability channels

identified in the previous paragraphs that |'m
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referring to here, and the NCC s deliberations and
their planning efforts associated with providing
guidelines for state and regional interoperability
pl anni ng. The PSCC, through its ongoing

partici pation and nenbership in the NCC, pledges its
support and wi |l back such actions as participants
in the NCC process.

W have taken this another step on our
own, realizing that primarily the FCC is not going
to include operational |anguage in the rules and
regul ations for the use of these interoperability
channels. W' ve gone through that wwth the 700 Mz
al r eady.

In conjunction with that, we have had
sone neetings, one particular neeting in Nashville
at the National Conference, that several of us got
t oget her, John Powel |, Steve, nyself, Don Root from
California, and there's some others involved as
well. The concept we cane up with was creating sone
sort of national effort to conpile this information
that Steve has presented to us today, along with

gui delines for operational use that the State

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W.
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005-3701 (202) 234-4433




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

16

| nteroperability Conmittees could conme to and use as
a resource in devel oping their plans.

If something |like this doesn't happen,
each state is going to go its own route and devel op
the use of these nationally-identified frequencies
wi t hout having any commonal ity across state borders,
whi ch means interoperability will not exist across
state borders, except by accident, you m ght say.

As part of that effort, we've created
essentially a website. R ght nowit is residing on
an APCO | ocation. It will be noved after a neeting
yesterday with NPSTC. NPSTC approved sponsori ng
t hrough the -- what do they call the office in
Denver, the NLECTC? -- the National Support Ofice.

They will actually take over the managi ng of that
websi te.

Essentially, what it is is a general
pl ace where exchange of know edge for the SIECs can
take pl ace, a place where they can sign up for a
di scussion group listserver, where the docunents
that we create as voluntary docunents, these

docunents such as Steve has just distributed here,
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where they can be worked on and they can be accessed
by the individual state SIECs and used in their
efforts, on a voluntary basis, to develop their
pl ans.

| f they have these voluntary plans that
we can provide, and through the effort that we're
wor ki ng on here, I'msure that the possibility of
interoperability across state lines will be greatly
enhanced.

So what | would like to ask is that the
NCC, and eventually the Steering Conmttee,
recomend and support the use of this nmechani sm and
al so the FCC to sone degree. There's no obligation
on the part of the NCC or the FCC involved in this.

It's just supporting the principle behind it. That

way, | think it can benefit everybody.

If I can answer input on that, we can
| et everybody know, but we'll get out over on the
general listserver just exactly where the fina
website location is and how to sign up on that.
W' Il al so take APCO and NPSTC and any ot her

organi zations, we'll provide themthe information
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where that is to get that information out to the
Sl ECs.

We have in one docunment that | provided
yesterday to NPSTC included the information on the
FCC website as to who all the contacts for all the
state SIECs are. So we have that information. W
will also get this information out to those people
as well, but we do seek the support of the NCCin
this effort.

CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE:  Thank you, Ron.

One of the other things | wanted to
point out is these recomendations, we're not naive
enough to think that they're going to be done
exactly as they're witten on paper. However, the
repository, as Ron nentioned, would be a mechani sm
for sonebody to see what they're using in certain
states and be able to exchange that information. W
see a direct correl ation between education and
awar eness and conpliance which will inevitably bring
increased interoperability in all bands.

MR. PI CKERAL: Dave Pickeral, Booz Allen

Ham [ ton, the PSWN program
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| just want to take a nonent to cite one
of the experiences that the PSWN program has had
working with SIECs. Because SIECs are invariably
going to be creatures of the state |law of the
i ndi vidual states, it's very difficult to create a
singl e nodel for one and say, "This is how you do
one," because it's going to be subject to the
political and economi c and a bunch of different
forces within the state.

So the benefit of having a single
repository where you can | ook at several exanples
and pick what's going to work best for you and what
your | egislature and your courts and your governor
-- it's critical. There is no one single nodel. So
| think this would be a good idea to have this
resour ce.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  Okay. Well, |
think we've got two things we need to do here. One,
we need to take up Ron's proposal and see if we have
-- we'll get sonme nore discussion on it, but see if
we have consensus to support it out of the

| mpl enent ati on Subcommittee to the NCC Steering
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Conmi ttee.

Basically, Ron, are you saying, you're
just | ooking for general support of the concept of
NPSTC being the repository of this information?
Ckay, that's one issue.

The other thing that we want to cone to
consensus on is this proposal for nunbering of al
of the interoperability channels, updated by Dave
Eierman's corrected -- | think basically this is
nore up-to-date --

CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE:  Absol utely,
absol utely.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN: -- and | abel i ng.

Now t he | abeling, just to be clear, we' re proposing
to ask the Steering Committee to recomend this to
the FCC to be put in the rules. There's already
| abels in the rules, so we're not asking for
operational itenms, but it is real inportant that
everyone uses the sanme | abel for a channel.

| am sure everybody has sone horror
stories. | know the one from California was a fire,

| think it was the Laguna fire in Orange County a

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W.
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005-3701 (202) 234-4433




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

21

coupl e of years ago, when LA City cane in, and
Orange County operates at 800 and they had the

| CALLS and | TAC channels. LA City also has them
but they didn't call themthe sanme name. They
didn't have any idea that they could tal k together,
j ust because the names were different. That's the
part we want to really go after and nake sure that
that's not an issue in the future.

So that is our other proposal here
today. Eventually, Steve, | guess we've got to get
down to al so the usage of the w deband dat a.

CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE:  Ri ght.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  But we'll take
that up as a third item even though it's part of
this proposal .

CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE:  Yes.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN: So is there any
nore di scussion on --

CHAI RPERSON DEVINE: |'ve just got one
nor e t hing.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN: Ckay, go ahead,

St eve.
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CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE: Wl |, being a

realist, | have realized that the sheet that Dave
handed out here, the last two characters of all the
channel s are a unique, two-digit nunber. |f that
process is applied, as | indicated earlier, in the
| egacy intersystem sharing channels, police, nutual
aid, 154.280, 265, 295, et cetera, that had been
[imtation 15 or 19 in the rules, if we do that and
separate these channel s out by discipline, there's
going to be conmon enbedded-use frequencies. Then
we can have a uni que nunber on the end of them
that's probably not going to be conducive to | ocal
use.

So |''m somewhat concerned about this
uni que nunber being tagged on the end of a VHF
channel that's been used for 35 years under certain
nanme. It's alittle different when you're talking
territory at 700 that doesn't have an enbedded base
yet. So |I'm sonewhat concerned about that.

In the proposal | had reclassified those
as TACl, TAC3, TAC2, et cetera, but it got up to be

TAC37. | think that's going to reduce conpliance to
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some degree. So |'m concerned about that
personal |l y.

But any comments on that at all with
regard to the | abeling schenme applying to both
| egacy channel s and recently-devel oped, nulti-

di sci pli ne channels, and the conplexities therein?

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN: Can you give an
exanpl e? Are you tal king about maybe fire or
somet hing --

CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE:  Right, 154.295, if
you continued the nunbering schenme that was |isted
here, you would go -- well, it goes up to 63, and it
will go higher than that. |In other words, 154.280
could be 1FTAC64. | see that as being, if you don't
restart in the band with one, | think that is going
to reduce conpliance to sone degree.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN: Personally, |I'm

not sure it matters at all. For instance, in
California -- | picked on that one just because |
happen to know it -- that would be a fire white. So

it is not going to be anything close to this.

CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE:  The ar gunent was
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and the discussion that we had in Nashville was
that, if one only heard the |ast two nunbers, you
woul d know whi ch channel. | think we would be

| osing nore by going wwth that type of mechani sm
with regard to the enbedded use than what we woul d
be gai ni ng by sonebody just hearing the |ast two
characters and being famliar with what channel that
was designated with. So I'mcertainly open for
coments on that, but | have reservations about it
personal | y.

MR. SCHLI EMAN:  Robert Schlieman

| woul d support your position on that.
| think that it should be restarted wi thin each
band. We start the band with the band nonencl ature
digit, and it seens reasonable to restart the
sequential nunbering in that regard.

MR DEVINE: One of the other
initiatives we did was devel oped sone aggregation
procedures, working with Dave with regard to the 50
KHz interoperability channels, on this proposal. |
believe it's the | ast appendi x that indicates sone

aggregation rules for the 1850 KHz channel s.
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W canme up with a maxi mum ei ght -
character | abel, 7WDAT1A through 1G all the way up
t hrough 6A, B, and C, indicating 50 KHz use for each
of the three channels, the aggregation schenes
bet ween the two and the name associated with that,
and the 150 KHz aggregati on and the nane associ at ed
with that.

W al so determ ned that channels 82, 83,
and 84 should be permtted 50 KHz use with no
aggregation and 91, 92, and 93 should be established
50 KHz nationw de channels, also wth no aggregation
between the 50 KHz channels. That is a
recomrendat i on we nade.

Dave?

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN: So we need any
di scussion on that, and we need to cone to a
consensus on that proposal al so.

| think why don't we start off first
with, as the Interoperability Subconmttee, do we
have a consensus to support Ron's proposal to
basi cal |y support NPSTC being a repository of

operational guidelines for all these
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i nteroperability channel s? Does anyone have any
nore conmments? |s anyone agai nst that?

(No response.)

Ckay, then | think we have a consensus

there. So we will report that to the NCC Steering

Conmittee.

The next issue, then, is the nunbering
for all the interoperability voice channels. [|'m
going to | eave off Appendix C for right now. 1Is

there any nore discussion? Anybody have sone nore
comments on this proposal ?

CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE:  Any comments on the
nam ng convention, some of the nechanisnms we used to
establ i sh those, or the numerics involved?

MR. SCHLI EMAN: Robert Schlieman

Going to the seven OTAC, | think any
di splay on a radio, it mght be confusing between
the letter "O' and zero. | would suggest there be a
different character for that. | guess you're trying
to differentiate between general in the public
safety bl ock as opposed to the other public service

support. M only problemis the letter "O' and
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zero. Wuld it be better to use maybe "S" for
"service" or something?

CHAI RPERSON DEVINE: | would say that's
probably a good choi ce.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN: Ckay, we'll nake
that change, if you don't have a problemwth it.
"S" for just "service."

Anyt hi ng el se?

(No response.)

Does anybody oppose this nunbering plan
or the intent to submt it to the Steering Conmittee
and ask themto submt it to the FCC for a
rul emaki ng?

(No response.)

Ckay, | don't see any opposition. So it
| ooks |i ke we have consensus on that.

MR. SCHLIEMAN. Can | ask a question --

CHAlI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  Sure.

MR SCHLI EMAN: -- about these inland
channel s? Is that included in this notion?

CHAlI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  Yes.

MR. SCHLI EMAN. What is the purpose of
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the "D' on the end, "D' as in "dog"?

CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE:  Tal k around, the
output, "direct."

MR. SCHLI EMAN: Ckay. Because in the
description it didn't say that. It's just an
observati on.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  Ckay, we'll get
that corrected al so, then.

CHAI RPERSON DEVINE: | believe "direct”
is also used in the 700 nmechani sm

MR. SCHLI EMAN: Yes, it is.

CHAI RPERSON DEVINE: I1t's a tal karound.

W' re | ooking for consistency.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN: We al so need to
take up Appendix B. Let's go to the w deband data
first, since we've already tal ked about it.

Appendi x C, then, is there any conmment
on that? W have designated -- and this needs to be
brought out. W recomended, and the Techni cal
Subcomm ttee adopted it, that nost usage woul d be as
50 KHz channels. Actually, what will be built into

the radi os, or what we're asking that it be mandated
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to be built into the radios, that we adopted | ast
tinme is -- and this was in the Techni cal
Subcommittee -- that it would be 50 KHz wide and it
woul d be the 16 QAM nodul ati on, the m d-band or

m ddl e- of -t he-road nodul ati on for these channels.

However, as we discussed it, we wanted
to have sone flexibility in there that people could
aggregate themw thin a region and use themup to
150 KHz. W got a little concerned that we just
don't want to |ock everything as 50 KHz because, if
applications cone along that need w der bandw dth
and nore throughput, then that's going to be
required or that may be needed in the future. W
didn't want to just get so rigid with this that
there wasn't sone flexibility init.

However, | don't think we're asking that
this become a nandate that all radios have to be
capabl e of 150 KHz-w de usage for w deband data
interoperability. The only thing that we woul d ask
t hat be mandated is the 50 KHz.

But it would allow, on a regional basis,

that you coul d aggregate them and use them for sone

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W.
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005-3701 (202) 234-4433




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

30

special uses. It could be on-scene uses that needed
just nore bandwi dth, for whatever reason, video or
whatever. So | wanted to point that out in this
proposal. W would expect that nost of the tine the
channel s woul d be used as 50-KHz wi de.

| s there any di scussion on that or any
ot her di scussion on Appendi x C?

MR, WLHELM Could you anplify on the
reasons for not permtting aggregation on 82, 83,
84, 91, 92, and 93?

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  The reason for
that is we wanted to have a group of channels
nati onwi de that were 50 KHz only. W' re envisioning
that those would be prine candidates to build out
nationwi de in the future, that anybody could go to
t hose channels with their radi o, not needing
anyt hing special, and be able to send nessages, if
we can get the whol e nmechani sm

We are going to be tal king about the
addressi ng and sone of that next, but those would be
nore for a nationw de geographic use. That would

gi ve us enough for a re-use plan.
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| think then we woul d be | ooking at
t hese others that coul d be aggregated, would
actually be your on-scene. So they may either be 50
KHz or in special cases aggregated to 100 or 150
KHz .

That was the thinking. Cbviously, it's
a proposal, and we're here to listen to anything
el se about it, too.

Any ot her comments?

CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE: One of the things
we wanted to do was to nmake expansion available in
the future without having to go back and renove any
restrictions that we would have initially placed.
So we were trying to pronote sonme flexibility. If
100 and 150 KHz opportunities conme down the road, we
won't have to revisit or undo some previously-
applied restrictions. So that was our intent for
provi ding sone flexibility.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN: Ckay, is there
anybody that has opposition to this or doesn't |ike
it or wants to change anythi ng?

(No response.)
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| don't see any. So I'll say we have
consensus on this plan to bring it forward to the
Steering Comm ttee.

Appendi x B is the next one. Go ahead,
Steve, you can explain that.

CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE: I n Appendix B we're
acknow edging the fact that the dedicated PL 156.7
had been established for the 800 NPSPAC
interoperability channels. |In 87-112, we're
entertaining the concept of devel oping a nationw de
PL tone, w thout which you'll have several of them
across in the country. Inconsistency, as we stated
earlier, we see as being in opposition to
interoperability, where we're entertaining the
concept of when 56.7 is a CTCSS tone as well as $61F
as the Network Access Code for all interoperability
channel s, not just the 800 channel s.

Commrent s? Di scussi on?

MR, SCHLI EMAN. The first comment,
think we should elimnate "DPL" fromthe text
because that's a proprietary nonenclature. |It's

al so a different nunbering scheme, | believe.
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CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE: R ght .

MR SCHLI EMAN: Just refer to it as the
CTCSS and t he NEC

CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE:  Ckay.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN: | guess ny
guestion was on this, that assumes Project 25-type
digital system if we're going to use the $61F, is
t hat correct?

MR SCHLI EMAN: That's al so the standard
t hat has been invoked in 700.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  Ri ght, but not in
the rest of the bands.

CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE:  Ri ght .

CHAI RVAN BUCHANAN: Do we want to
support that as the Interoperability Subcomm ttee?

MR, SCHLIEMAN: |If you're going to have
di gital comruni cations, you have to have a standard.

| f you don't have a standard, you don't have
conmmuni cati on

CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE: Those agenci es
m ght really need to know where to go. It doesn't

really nake a difference what it is; they just need
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to have it. They need to be able to know where to
go when they do mgrate to it. So | guess it is
just, once again, education and awareness is
probably going to solve nost of our problens here.

MR, SCHLIEMAN:  Well, if FLEWJG has
submtted a petition for rul emaki ng, should the NCC,
should we ask the Steering Conmttee to support
t hat ?

MR WLHELM | think that would be a
reasonabl e request.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  So any di scussi on
on that? | think that needs to also go to probably
t he Technical Committee al so?

MR. NASH: Dave Nash, Chairman of the
Technol ogy Subcomm tt ee.

The only way we stated it was that, if
di gital comrunications are used on those | ower
bands, then it shall follow the Project 25 standard.

However, recogni zing that nost systenms in those
bands currently are depl oyed using analog FM that
at this point intinme it is necessary to maintain,

to allow analog FMto al so be used for
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i nteroperability purposes on those | ower channels.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN: | guess ny
guestion, then, is: Should we -- | know last tine
when we went all through this, the Interoperability
Subconmmi ttee just reconmended that digital --
actually, the standards canme out of the Techni cal
Subconmmi tt ee.

But we do have an issue here: To nake
interoperability work, we need a standard for
digital. | think what we should do is probably just
recomrend it to your Conmttee and let you bring it
forward as to which standard, which obviously would
be the Project 25.

MR. NASH. Sure, and, again, as | said,
| think the discussion was that, if there are
reasons to go to that, then you shoul d i npl enent
Project 25 for interoperability

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN: | f FLEWJG has
submtted a petition, then | suppose we should be
supporting that one way or the other. One of our
subconmi ttees should be bringing that forward to the

Steering Commttee to support that.
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MR NASH We can cone forward with

t hat .

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  Ckay.

MR. NASH:. That's fairly easy. Again,
anal og, FM conventional operating on a 20 KHz
channel, and | believe there has been di scussion of
adopting the 156.7 CTCSS tone that has been nade
comon in a couple of the channels.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  Yes. So we're
willing to do that. Gkay, | amjust going to ask
you to bring that up at your Commttee neeting.

Go ahead, Dave.

MR PI CKERAL: David Pickeral
supporting the PSWN program

| just wanted to remark, too, that in
terms of that petition, which is still outstanding
by the FLEWJG the PSWN program has also filed
comments to that petition indicating support for P25
as basically the interoperability standard for those
bands. So there's a PSWN position on the record
sayi ng essentially the sane thing right now.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  Ckay.
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MR. SORLEY: | want to go back to

sonmet hing you originally said about the code, the
connect tone, whatever you call it.

In our area we are negotiating with our
state systemto ask themto allow us to put a
satellite tone on their base stations to allow for
| ocal interoperability. [I'mjust wanting to make
sure that, by us recommending this standard be
established, that we're not precluding a second
connect tone for a local area. It just nakes
network efficiency.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  No, | don't think
so because at |east what | had in mnd was follow ng
what was done at 800, which is exactly that. It is
you have to 156, but you can have additional for
| ocal things, too.

MR. SORLEY: | just want to make sure
what ever | anguage you use doesn't preclude that.

CHAlI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  Yes, we'll nake
sure that we do that. That's a good point.

Go ahead, Dave.

MR. El ERVAN: Davi d Ei ernman, Mot orol a.
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| think den said the channels were 20
KHz. | thought that had to be a VHF or narrowband.
Today we have digitally-controlled radios. | am not
so sure that you absolutely, positively have to have
t he same PL tone.

Back when we only had a couple of PL
readings on the radio, it was fairly inportant to
establish a nationw de, but on sonme of these
channel s you may al ready have a nationw de PL tone;
| don't know. If they don't, then picking one
doesn't matter.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  No, they don't.
|f one is going to be picked, at least it would be
programed in.

CHAI RPERSON DEVINE: And if 156.7 -- we
don't want to undo any famliarity that's been
devel oped t hrough the 87. 112 proceedi ng.

In addition, Appendix B also refers to
i nci dent command and the usage of incident comrand,
pl ai n speech, sone of the ICS paraneters we're
famliar with with regard to using channels as well,

which is nore of a recommendati on than operational
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standard or nechani sm but we hope sonething |ike
that could also be inplenented at the | ocal |evel.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  Yes, we weren't
going to ask that that get put into the rules.

CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE: No, but we woul d
like that to be a recomendation, and we would |ike
that, with sonme of the websites, sone of the
awar eness tools we could use. W think that woul d
i nprove interoperability in the |ocal regions.

Any ot her di scussion?

MR SCHLI EMAN: There's one comment at
the end of Appendix B in the bullets about I1CS. |
t hought there was a threshold to differentiate
routi ne, day-to-day interoperability frommjor --
this doesn't seemto reflect any of that.

| don't renenber what the wording was.

CHAI RPERSON DEVINE: It's a PSWN
definition | believe.

MR, SCHLIEMAN. |I'mtrying to
reconstruct my hard drive. | was just | ooking back
through to see if | could find some of the stuff

that we're tal ki ng about.
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But there was a threshold with regard to
when the I CS would kick in as a reconmended
requirenment.

CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE:  Qut side of 7007?

MR SCHLI EMAN:  No, that was at 700, and
| think it should be consistent because this | can
speak to because in | aw enforcenment we use
interstate police. That is used for day-to-day
activity, along with sone state channels that are
used for interoperability that are not FCC
desi gnat ed.

ICS is sonething that should kick in
when there is a major event

CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE:  What you are
tal king about is establishing the threshold --

MR SCHLI EMAN:  Yes.

CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE:  -- and when it
shoul d be mandat ed?

MR. SCHLI EMAN: Yes, sone reasonably
fl exi ble wording there that can accommodate the
variations that would occur fromone state to

anot her .
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CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN: | think this |ast

part, talking about the ICS, it's probably our
recommendation to the Inplenentation Cormttee and
let themdeal with that part of it, but Bob is
correct because you will have a hassle if you have
Oficer Atalking to Oficer Bto establish ICS
before they can go over to the channel.

CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE: W th sone
exceptions, we're pretty confortable with nost of
the interoperability definitions that have been
established at 700 applying over, this being one of
them There are sone exceptions, obviously, with
the mature bands that these new channels are in, but
for the nost part we would Iike to see sone
consi stency between the bands.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  Any nore
di scussion on that? Does anybody have any
opposition or problenms with this Appendi x B, then,
as we have explained it and nodified it?

(No response.)

Ckay, then 1'mgoing to consider we have

consensus on that al so then.
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Do you have anything nore, Steve?
CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE:  No.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  That was it?

The last itemis the conmon addressing
for the | owspeed data. Actually, it would apply
al so to high-speed data because we're going to need
t he sane thing

W have informally gone ahead and
approached NPSTC to see if they would |ike to take
on the task of keeping a database. Actually, a
coupl e of things have to occur if we're going to
make this work nationwide. |It's based on a paper we
put together a while back, "Low Speed Data Operating
Mbdes and Addressing."

But, to make it work, obviously, all the
new data stuff is based on Internet protocol. So
that you can have a commopn address, e-nmmil address,
you need a common domai n name, which we're proposing
to be ps.gov. Sone organization that is ongoing --
it can't be NCC because NCC is going to go away --

has to take that on and apply for that domain name.

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W.
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005-3701 (202) 234-4433




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

43

We al so need a bl ock, a O ass B bl ock of
| nternet addresses that can be apportioned out to
each of the state SIECs. Anyway, the actual [P
addressing has to be apportioned out, so that they
can be assigned to units that cone up on the
i nteroperability channels.

Essentially, once you have done that,
that gets the mechanismso that one unit -- just
because you have comon hardware conpatibility, if
the software conpatibility and this addressing isn't
there, then the units still aren't going to talk to
each other if they cone in out of area.

| f, say, an Arizona unit conmes into
California, if you don't have this set up, all he
has inis his local IP address and his | ocal domain
nanme available, the systemin California won't know
how to handle him Unless it is all set upin a
dat abase ahead of tine, it is |oaded into the
servers that are going to have to be built to serve
t hese systens, none of this is going to work.

So we have been trying to find soneone

that could handle that. It's a big job. The word I
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got back fromthe folks that were at the NPSTC
neeting yesterday was that they are a little
concerned whet her they have the resources to handle
that or not. | think we need to continue working
with them Maybe we can get it to the point where
they are just sinply applying for the domai n nane
and the I P address, and then providi ng sonme dat abase
service, but nost of the work of actually putting it
t oget her goes out to the states to inplenment as part
of their interoperability plans.

So | would |ike sone comments on those
t houghts from anybody? O if anybody has sone
better ideas of how to get this done, but none of
this nobile data interoperability is going to work
wi t hout some conmmon addressing, as | see it, unless
sonebody el se knows sonet hing or has sone ot her
i deas.

CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE: W had di scussed
earlier the gargantuan task of managi ng such a
dat abase. Wien we kind of nerged the concept of the
SIECs, it made it nuch nore manageabl e when it can

be at a local/state level with regard -- granted, it
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is still going to be significant in nost areas, but
certainly it mght be alittle nore feasible if it
is done at the state level with regard to
mai nt ai ni ng and updati ng and assi gni ng addresses or
dormai n names to equi pnent then fromthe nationa
scope, which is fairly enornous.

| think the SIEC inplenentation would be
-- this would be another benefit of increased SIEC
exposure and awareness with regard to
i nteroperability.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN: Does anyone have
any comments on that?

MR. PALMER: Cark Pal ner, Washi ngton
State Patrol.

| agree with the idea of regionalization
through the SIEC. It wll be a very conplicated
i ssue, even for states or regions to do because,
dependi ng on your system you m ght control access
to your system So all systenms within the state
woul d have to -- there needs to be sone | anguage
that you will allow | P addresses within a certain

bl ock in your system
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Then the regions will also have to
address firewall and security issues.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  Exactly, vyes.
That's the whole range of issues. This is the only
thing that so far we have been able to think up to
get on the road to solving those.

This isn't an issue that has to go to
the FCC, but what | would reconmmend, then, right now
is that we go back and keep working with NPSTC and
see if they can, given the nodification to push a
ot of the work down to the state |evel, that they
essentially just becone the comon dat abase, nuch
i ke the pre-coordination database, where the real
work is being done at the region level and it is
being inputted into the common dat abase fromthe
regional level. | think that m ght take enough of
the | oad off.

So, unless there is a problem 1 think
that is what -- at least | would like to ask for the
consensus on that, that we go forward on that basis.

Then maybe by next neeting we can cone back and see

if we've got a deal with NPSTC to do that.
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CHAI RPERSON DEVINE: | think a good

start would just be reserving the donain, the ps.gov
domai n nanme, would be a step in the right direction,
at least for the tine being.

CHAlI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  Yes.

MR. PALMER. Cark Pal ner, Washi ngton
State Patrol, again.

| agree al so, dependi ng on your system
design, you mght be dynamically assigning |P
addr esses.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  Yes.

MR. PALMER  So units, for exanple, a
particul ar patrol car m ght have several different
| P addresses for a region.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN: Ri ght. Yes,
that's why we are proposing that the bl ocks, that a
Class B Internet block be applied for, and then that
coul d be apportioned out to the states.

MR. PALMER  And the SIECs would then
have to apportion per agency a bl ock?

CHAlI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  Yes.

MR. PALMER  Ckay.
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CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN: Ckay. Any nore

di scussi on? Anybody have any opposition to that
recomrendat i on?

(No response.)

Ckay, then we'll go forward with that
al so.

| s there anybody here who can speak on
TIA's behalf? | don't see John here.

My understanding is fromthe e-mail that
was sent out, TIA has voted now to accept the SAM as
the architecture for the w deband standards, which
basically that part needs to be taken up with den's
Technol ogy Subcommittee, but |I'msure, at |least from
an interoperability standpoint, that is good news
for us. There's a standard out there now Portions
of it have been balloted, and I'msure they'|ll be
balloting the rest of it soon. So possibly we can
go ahead through G en's group and get that to the
Steering Commttee, to support that, and get that
put into the rules.

The other issue, and this isn't strictly

just interoperability, but there is w deband | oadi ng
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standards. | think that is probably nore
appropriate to nove that to the Technol ogy
Subcomm ttee al so, through G en's group. He has
sone ideas there.

We al so have an issue -- we don't have a
ot of information yet on re-use factors and things
like that. So there's still a lot of that going on,
but I just wanted to touch on that. It doesn't
necessarily fit in within our operability, but it is
somewhat related, and it sure does fit in with just
t he general use of the w deband channels. So that
is sonething for both Gen on the technical side,
and then the operational side would be the
| mpl ement ati on Subcomm tt ee.

Wth that, | don't have anything el se,
unl ess soneone el se does.

MR. WLHELM David, we've been through
a nunber of proposed reconmendati ons, sone of which
woul d go to the FCC, others which would just be
advisory information fromthe NCC. If you could put
each of those together as a set of resolutions to

the Steering Commttee tonorrow --
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CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  Ckay.

MR WLHELM -- and if you need help in
printing the docunent or copying it, we can provide
t hat .

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  Wbul d you |ike us
just to separate theminto different papers for the
di fferent things?

MR WLHELM Yes. | nean you have sone
clearly separable issues. The PL tone is one issue.

The nonenclature is another. |[If you could separate
those, | would appreciate it.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  Ckay, we'll work
on that. | think we should be able to do it.

MR WLHELM You nentioned TIA  John
ol ak will be making a presentation on TIA's
progress in adopting the w deband standard. The
physi cal standard has been devel oped, and he will
give us a description of what it is and the work
remai ni ng.

CHAlI RPERSON BUCHANAN: Ckay, real good.

| s there any other discussion on any

interoperability issue before we adjourn?
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(No response.)

kay, we're done, and | guess Gen is
next with Technology. We will take a few m nutes
break to |l et himset up

CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE:  Thank you.

(Wher eupon, the foregoing matter went
off the record at 10:04 a.m and went back on the
record at 10:20 a.m)

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN: d en has agreed
to let me have a few mnutes here to open up the
Interoperability neeting again to address sone
concerns.

| guess I'll go ahead start with d en.
He is one who had a concern and al so Ron Haraset h.
So go ahead, d en.

MR. NASH: This is den Nash

What | noted in this proposal was that,
relative to the 150 channels, it starts out as
being, for instance, 1TACl. but as | | ooked at
that, a "one" can |ook an awful lot |ike an "i,6"
particularly on the small screens of a portable

radio. W already have | TACs as being the 800 MHz
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NTSPAC i nteroperability channels. So there is sone
concern that we nmay have confusion between the 800
MHz | TACs and the 150 MHz 1TACs as they appear on

t he screens.

Therefore, | was going to suggest that
sonet hing other than "one" be used for the 150
channels. | suggested perhaps the nuneral "5," but

the reality is we could nane it a lot of things.

The other thing that canme up during the
di scussions was that there are other |legacy, if you
will, interoperability channels, and in many areas
of the country there already are conventions on how
to name those. |In particular, the 154.280 is
all ocated nationwide for fire interoperability.

At | east ny experience has been that the
fire coomunity comonly calls that fire "white." |
can't say that that is true nationw de, but, again,
the places |'mfamliar with, that's a conmon
termnology. | don't think we're going to get them
to change what they call that channel, no matter
what we tell themto do. So how do we deal with

sone of those | egacies?
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There al so are national police channels
t hat have been set up; 155.475 conmes to m nd.
think there's one or two others. |'mnot so sure
the police community has been as standard in nam ng
that. I1'mtrying to think.

NAOVARS i s the nbst conmmon. Sone pl aces
t hey have put the "gold" termnology to it, but it's
nmore commonly known just as NAQVARS.

To set a national standard is fine, but
| think we need to be concerned about the |egacies
t hat are out there.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN: Go ahead, Steve.

CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE: St eve Devi ne.

| wonder if maybe we ought to take this
on two tracks. The nost recent initiative by the
Commi ssion has been to initiate, as they did in 700,
mul ti-discipline or non-discipline-specific
interoperability channels via the VIEC and UTEC; 700
and 800 are all within that scope. Mybe we ought
to make this into two tracks instead of one to
better address sonme of the issues unique to the

| egacy intersystem sharing channels, because there's
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some sinple applications that could be done for
bot h, but when you conbine theminto one, it becones
nore conplex. Maybe we can address those and
acknow edge they're multi-discipline versus

i ntradi scipline.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN: Vel 1, | am
wondering, as | think about it, it seens to nme we
need a conmmon nane. | nean you can take any of
these, 155.34, in California it's knowmn as "here."
Probably nobody el se woul d have a clue what that is.

CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE: W' ve got to have
one nati onw de then.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  But at least if
there is a standard, and we need to address the
concern that G en canme up with, and I know Ron has
sonme concerns about even sone of the 700, being able
to decode it. But I'"'mnot so sure it's just not
nore of, if it is a standard nane, whether you use
it or not locally, at least you could get to the
poi nt where this is the common nane.

| f somebody fromout of the area cones

in that's not used to that nane or color, or
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what ever, they could give the standard nane out to
those units, and they should be able to access a
card or sone information that they have with them
that tells themwhere to go to.

| suppose you could do it by frequency,
but that doesn't always work, either, because not
everyone is tuned into frequency, but everyone
under st ands nanes.

MR. NASH. Part of what we need to be
concerned about here is that the intent of the name
is for the end-user. It's not for us engineers. W
engi neers think "frequency" is okay. So we really
need to be trying to get -- and maybe that's what we
need, you know, is sonme input fromthe user
community as to what they think the nam ng ought to
be.

It has to be user-friendly. O herw se,
they are not going to be able to relate to it, let
al one actually use it.

CHAlI RPERSON BUCHANAN: Go ahead, Ron.

MR. HARASETH. Ron Har aset h.

As you say, sonebody was saying, it has
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toroll easily off the tongue and easy to renenber
and recall. That's why you have sone of these
acronynms and stuff in the |ocal areas.

For those established frequencies bel ow
470, as we indicated, the comobn denom nator is the
frequency itself. | think if we provide any other
name for it, that nane is only going to be usable
for those states, SIECs, whatever, that conme on
board and create new interoperability functionality
within their area. Then they woul d have a nane t hat
t hey coul d use.

But even then, it is going to be a
requirenent, and this is one of the things that the
SIEC i nformati on website, whatever, should pronote,
and through the SIECs, that anybody that has any
potential for traveling to any other area needs to
be aware of what frequencies they have, what they
call it, and what it is.

A common denom nator, as an engineer, is
the frequency itself. As we were discussing
earlier, it is easy to establish those nanes as a

comon thing, easy for people in the new bands, 700
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and 800, and we've done that, but it is going to be
very, very difficult to do that in the | ower bands.

|"mnot totally convinced nyself that we
even need nanes for the frequencies bel ow 470. Just
use the channel itself as the common denom nat or
t here.

MR NASH: Well, | would tend to
di sagree with you on that point, Ron. Again, having
taken a | ook at a nunber of after-action reports, we
find that the end-user says they did not have common
channel s. Wen you get back and you | ook at their
radios, they, in fact, did. It's just that they had
all named themdifferently, and so they did not
recogni ze that they had common channel s.

MR. HARASETH. They do, but, of course,
that' s dependent upon themnamng it the sane thing.

| f they have different names right now, what is the

common denom nator by which they will know that they
have those?

MR. NASH. And that cones down to having
a national standard for nam ng of the

interoperability channels. | amjust alittle
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concerned here that we are trying to go back and
name things that in sonme cases do have ot her nanes
that have been fairly nationally accepted. So now
we are trying to change 40 years of culture.

MR. HARASETH. Ri ght.

MR- NASH: And | amnot sure we are
going to be successful in doing that. As | |ook at
sone of these nanes, | amnot sure that they wll
roll off the tongue that well.

MR. HARASETH: Yes. Carrying that
t hought forward, and with the nam ng conventi on,
there's been a |l ot of thought going into this and
they're relatively established. But, as | was
mentioning up there, the other reason I'mhere is ny
t hought perhaps is to codify that nanme in such a way
that it can be decoded, very simlar to an em ssion
designator right nowin the FCC rul es, where the
first character stands for -- has a list: 1, 2, 3,
4, B, H, whatever it mght be, that m ght be the
band indicator. The second digit would be the
di sci pline-specific, like "M for "med" and --

MR. NASH. That's what this proposal
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does.

MR. HARASETH: Right, but just make sure
that that is consistent throughout that whol e bl ock
sonme way and that we include that descriptor of how
that is decoded sonewhere in the docunentation

MR. SCHLIEMAN. In that regard, if |
m ght comment, | notice that in the | aw enforcenent
3946 begins with a "3," and 4588 begins with what, a
"3"? That would be confusing, and especially if 155
begins with a "1." You would think that the | ower
channel s woul d begin with a | ower nunber.

Speaking to that codifying schene, |
think there's sonme nerit to having a table that is
in sone linear, |ogical fashion.

MR. NASH. It is arbitrary in reality.

MR, SCHLI EMAN: Well, | suppose you
could make that argunment, but it's not logical to
junp around like that.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  Would it be
better if we tabled this and bring it back to the
next neeting?

MR. NASH. | would suggest we do.
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woul d further suggest what we really need here is

i nput fromthe user conmunity. Perhaps we need to
make a specific request of the representatives on
the Steering Commttee fromI|ACP and | AFC that they
get their constituents involved in this, because
those are the people, as | say, they are the ones
that have to be satisfied. They are the ones that
have to use this. W techies are not the guys that
are going to be using this.

CHAI RPERSON DEVI NE: St eve Devine, State
of M ssouri.

The real problemwhen |ooking at this
is, referencing Bob's suggesting using "4," | ow
band, of course, then that was encunbering the UHF
i nteroperabl e channels. You are tal ki ng about
conpeting | egacy channel nonenclature with new
channels. That is what gets difficult because the
new channel s, you could do those relatively easily;
it is the enbedded use with the | egacy intersystem
sharing channels that really conplicates matters.
Maybe we need to address those differently, but

t here shoul d be standardi zed nanmes, nmaybe per haps
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not the same convention.

MR EI ERVMAN:  David Ei erman, Mtorol a.

As part of the Inplenentation
Subconm ttee, ny concern is we've only got
theoretically two nore neetings of this. As |
menti oned before, there are four docunments in the
Gui del ines which then get repeated in the docunent
that NPSTC is publishing that need to be finalized
and updated to any changes nade here.

| don't mnd tabling it. [It's just that
it delays finalizing the Cuidelines.

CHAlI RPERSON BUCHANAN: | hear your
concern. | amjust concerned that, boy, we've got
one chance to get it right, and if we don't, it is
going to be nessed up for quite a while. If what we
think is good doesn't turn out to be good, it is
going to be hard to undo.

Go ahead, Marilyn.

M5. WARD: Marilyn Ward, NPSTC Chair.

AGen, you're right on on this topic. |
would Iike to just kind of tell you what our Region

has been going through. W have |ike seven counties
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in central Florida. The Governor has created a Task
Force for Terrorism and | chair that group

This was one of our No. 1 itens to
di scuss within our region because we have been
trying to get our Regional Planning Commttee to do
a statew de, everybody-use-the-same-nonencl at ure.
That hasn't happened. So in our Region we said
| et' s anpbngst oursel ves agree.

After three hours at one neeting and
then three hours at another neeting, we found this
was a very difficult topic to resolve. W have
users, exactly what den said, we have had actua
cases where users have responded to scenes and not
known what the other guys call it.

In Volusia County they call it the

"hailing channel." W call it "nutual aid
channels." Sone people call them"calling
channels.”™ This is within seven counties, not

nati onw de.
So | agree that we need a nationw de
standard. | think that sonmebody's got to nake these

decisions. W need to keep the users in mnd, and |
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woul d second A en's request to bring users in and do
it quickly, because, |like Dave says, | agree with
t hat al so, we do have a tinme constraint.

But nobody fromthe user comunity cares
what frequency they're on. They don't care what
band they're in. They don't care about any of that
stuff. Al they want is sonething that will fit in
their radio that is sonmething that they can think of
froman operational perspective, what channel do
they go to. Wether it be "hailing,"” "calling,"
"mutual aid," whatever the channel is, we need to be
thinking |li ke the guys on the road.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  Marilyn, let ne
ask you a question. If we cone up with this
standardi zed, even if we revise what we've got here,
but it gets kind of inposed fromthis |evel down, do
you think that that would help in your situation
bri ngi ng everybody together? They're kind of faced
with, well, this is the nane nationw de, now we
don't have to argue with it, or would there still be
probl ens that would cone up?

M5. WARD: The di scussion with our group
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is that there is no nationw de standard. People
have been asking for a nationw de standard. W want
the FCC to bl ess the nati onw de standard.

Absent that, then we have pockets of
groups that are parading their own individual deals.

Now in our State, our Governor's Ofice has
recogni zed what we're doing in our Region and has
now asked for us to go ahead and chair a statew de
group and have these di scussions.

So we hope within our State now -- what
we've conme up with is very different. Carlton Wlls
brought your 700 recommendation fromthe State
perspective to our neeting, and the users in the
roomdidn't like it. They conpletely changed. They
wanted to use nutual aid and the hailing channels
and these things that the people on the road would
under st and.

That was frustrating because |
understand the | ogic of using sevens, and then
Carlton wanted to use eights in front of the 800
groups, and then that would be easy for us who care

about that stuff to nmke a difference.
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A fireman that's going to a scene could
care | ess what frequency he is using as long as he
can talk to the guys that are comng to help him
So that's the perspective that | hope that we keep
as we go through this process and we bring users in
to have these discussions.

But, yes, | think they would adopt it if
we woul d get the FCC to nake it be a nationw de
st andar d.

MR. NASH. If | can paraphrase sonething
that Marilyn said yesterday, again, | think in this
case it does need to be a national standard. By not
having a national standard, we open up a door for
t he naysayers at a local level to say, "Well, if we
nane it ~X and our neighbor nanmes it "Y,' we have a
probl em "

Then you say, "Well, then let's do it
regionally,” and they say, "Well, if our region
nanes it X and the neighboring region nanes it
"Y,' we've got a problem"”

| f you say, "Well, let's do it

statewi de,” then they say, "Well, if our state nanes
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it "X and the neighboring state nanmes it 'Y, we've
got a problem?™

So the answer is the national standard,
if for no other reason than to shut up the
naysayers.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  Go ahead, Joe.

MR. HANNA: den just took my line. Joe
Hanna from Directi ons.

I n Region 40 we, again, ran through the
sanme thing that Marilyn has gone through. From
jurisdiction to jurisdiction in the NPSPAC channel s
-- | mean we had one city calling it "hailing
channel " and we had one calling it "interrupt

channel ," and we had these different nonencl atures.
So we tried to put this at a regional
| evel and we made it standard. Unfortunately, that
really just didn't carry over effectively.
| think if you cone across with a
national rule, whether you like it or not, then at
| east you do have a mandate for everyone to have

t hat common use.

But, again, to reiterate Marilyn's
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point, | think you have to stop and think about this
in ternms of the guy who is going on the call. To
that firefighter, to that police officer, when you
start going into 1-8-dog, 16-delta, you know,

what ever, they don't understand channels. They
don't understand frequencies. They don't conprehend
800. 154/ 50. They understand there's a talk group or
a nanme of sonething that they can use in conmon
terns.

| think that is a critical thing, and
you do have one shot to get it right. Hopefully,
for those people who use it, we can do that for them
on the first pass.

CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN:  What |' m heari ng,
obvi ously, our consensus that we need this hasn't
changed; it's just howto inplenent it.

Go head.

MR. PALMER Cark Pal ner, Washi ngton
State Patrol .

A national standard is a very good i dea.

For us that have large systens, it's difficult to

get agreement just within your systemor parts of
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the State. Then if you roll it up between nultiple
agencies in the State, you can't agree. Then if you
take it to a region level, you're still going to
have the sane probl ens.

|f a standard is declared quickly, we
can begin the education process within the agencies
of changing that 40-year culture. One piece that I
woul d rem nd everyone is the 40-year culture has had
problenms. So we need to go to a conmon nani ng
structure.

Peopl e are not going to be happy,
regardl ess of what we do. So we just need to

decl are a standard, nmake it an easy nane, and then

we'll just nove forward fromthere at a state | evel
CHAI RPERSON BUCHANAN: Ckay, well, let's

go ahead and we'll table the actual what the nanes

are. W'Ill just report out that there's consensus

that we need a nationwi de, that we need a little
nore tinme though to nake sure that we've got it
right, and that we've got the best name that we can
come up with, given all the constraints when you

start nam ng things across all the bands and al
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that, all those different issues.

W will come back next nmeeting with a
revised proposal. W wll try to get input fromthe
users. W will also ask ACP and the fire folks to
gi ve us sone input al so.

Does that sound |ike a good approach to

everyone? kay, then that's what we'll go wth.
We' Il adjourn Interoperability again,
and I'Il turnit over to den.

(Wher eupon, the proceedings of the
I nteroperability Subconm ttee were concluded at

10: 41 a.m)
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